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was obviously calculated to antagonise American
opinion. But active sympathy with his opponents
was severely limited. A good deal of muddled
thinking on both sides of the Atlantic had attributed
the European imbroglio to the supposed imperfections
of the Treaty of Versailles rather than to that un-
happy failure to apply it, which was due in no small
measure to American repudiation of Woodrow Wil-
son, On this foundation an imposing structure of
misconception was erected, from whose summit
large numbers of Americans looked - down im-
partially upon both sets of European'combatants,
imagining that both were equally to blame and
both contending for equally unworthy objects. The
angularity of Mr. Chamberlain and his prolonged
adherence to an injudicious policy of conciliation
(profoundly unpopular in the United States, where
eager onlookers vastly preferred heroic remedies) did
Htde to repel this imputation; and even when it
came to war, the spectacle itself was disappointing.
This frame of mind was stimulated by a small,, but
active, group of which Colonel Lindbergh was the
most widely known and Mr. Hoover the most
experienced. The former had already rendered dis-
tinguished service to the Nasi cause by giving wide
publicity to his opinion of the insignificance of the
Russian air force in the decisive days of 1938, while
the lattet*s experience in feeding hungry European
countries during and after the last war inclined him
strongly to favour a repetition of this gracious rSU9
regardless of its damaging effect on the Allied block-
ade of Germany. His anxiety to distract public
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